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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed 28 February 2005. 

2. Claims 1 1 and 16 (formerly the second claim 15, hereinafter referred to as "claim 16"), were 
amended. 

3. Claims 1-29 are pending in this Office Action. 

Response to Amendment 

4. The objection to the oath was addressed and is withdrawn. 

5. The objections to the specifications were addressed and are withdrawn. 

6. The objection of claim 1 1 was addressed and is withdrawn. 

7. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive for the reasons 
set forth below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 1-3, 5, 9-15, and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable 
over Dusse (U.S. 2002/0068554). 
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10. As to claim 1, Dusse discloses a wireless network environment (Dusse, page 1, paragraph 6), 
comprising: a plurality of classes of wireless clients (Dusse, page 1, paragraph 4), each class 
of wireless clients having unique identifiers and attributes independent of other classes of 
wireless clients within the wireless network environment (Dusse, page 3, paragraph 36); and 
a wireless client independent wireless server coupled to communicate with the classes of 
wireless clients to provide a series of services available on the server (Dusse, Fig. 1, element 
108), the classes of wireless clients issuing service requests to the wireless server via 
established communication links and protocols within the network (Dusse, page 3, paragraph 
33); and where one of the services comprise automatic client type detection using extensible 
parameters (Dusse, page 3, paragraph 36). The communications system described includes 
predetermined device and service configurations which inherently suggests that the system 
has defined classes of devices. 

11. As to claim 2, Dusse discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 1, including 
the wireless network environment where the automatic client detection comprises client 
aware detection logic for automatically detecting client specific attributes from service 
requests issued to the wireless server from a wireless client within any of the classes of 
wireless clients (Dusse, page 1, paragraph 11). 

12. As to claim 3, Dusse discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 2, including 
the wireless network environment where the wireless server further includes a wireless client 
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data storage logic coupled to the wireless detection logic to store client data objects which 
uniquely define each client within the class of clients (Dusse, page 3, paragraph 32). 

13. As to claim 5, Dusse discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 2, including 
the wireless network environment where the client detection logic comprises client data 
distinguishing logic for distinguishing between predefined client information pertaining to a 
client within any of the classes of wireless clients stored in the client data storage logic and 
client data information which is dynamically extracted by the client detection logic (Dusse, 
page 5, paragraph 49). 

14. As to claim 9, Dusse discloses a wireless server for handling a plurality of wireless service 
requests from a plurality of wireless clients each having unique identifying attributes (Dusse, 
page 3, paragraph 32), the wireless server comprising: a wireless extensible client aware 
detector (Dusse, Fig. 4, element 444 "Registration Module"); a wireless client data storage 
coupled to the extensible wireless client aware detector (Dusse, Fig. 4, element 442); and a 
wireless server session service coupled to the extensible wireless client aware detector 
(Dusse, Fig. 4, element 408; page 3, paragraph 32). Element 408 in Fig. 4 is analogous to 
element 108 in Fig. 1. 

15. As to claim 10, Dusse discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 9, including 
the wireless server where the wireless client detector is capable of extracting client specific 
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data to uniquely identify wireless clients requesting services from the wireless server (Dusse, 
page 3, paragraph 32). 

16. As to claim 11, claim 5 is a system performing the same functions as claim 11. Therefore, 
paragraph 13 of this Office Action discloses all of the limitations of claim 11. 

17. As to claim 12, Dusse discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 11, 
including the wireless server where the wireless client data, storage stores client predefined 
data objects for a known class of wireless clients which connect to the wireless server 
(Dusse, page 3, paragraph 36). The communications system described includes 
predetermined device and service configurations which inherently suggests that the system 
has defined classes of devices. 

18. As to claim 13, Dusse discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 11, 
including the wireless server where the client aware detector comprises client request 
deciphering logic for parsing client service request headers to determine whether data 
pertaining to a specific client requesting service from the wireless server is already available 
in the wireless server or not (Dusse, page 4, paragraph 40). 

19. As to claim 14, claim 10 is a system performing the same functions as claim 14. Therefore, 
paragraph 15 of this Office Action discloses all of the limitations of claim 14. 
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20. As to claim 15, Dusse discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 14, 
including the wireless server where the clientType information defines a logical group of 
clients uniquely identified by an extensible list of properties common to the group (Dusse, 
page 3, paragraph 36). The communications system described includes predetermined device 
and service configurations which inherently suggests that the system has defined classes of 
devices. 

21. As to claim 23, Dusse discloses a client aware method of detecting wireless clients within a 
wireless network attempting to connect to a wireless server (Dusse, page 1, paragraph 11), 
comprising the steps of: receiving client service requests from a plurality of clients 
connecting to the wireless server (Dusse, page 3, paragraph 33); and parsing header 
information in the wireless client service requests to automatically extract client specific 
information and comparing the client specific information to extensible parameters in order 
to detect the wireless client that is attempting to connect to the wireless server (Dusse, page 
4, paragraph 42). 

22. As to claim 24, Dusse discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 23, 
including the method where the information extracted from the wireless client service 
requests may be information common to a group of clients within the plurality of wireless 
clients (Dusse, page 3, paragraph 36). 
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23. As to claim 25, Dusse discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 23, 
including the method further including a step of dynamically adding new parameters 
extracted from the wireless clients service requests to detect the clients by the wireless server 
(Dusse, page 4, paragraph 42). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

24. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

25. Claims 4, 6-8, 16, 18-22, and 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dusse and further in view of Lincke et al. (U.S. 6,397,259). 

26. As to claim 4, Dusse teaches a wireless network environment where the client detection logic 
detects clients specific attributes of a wireless client seeking services from the wireless server 
(Dusse, page 1, paragraph 1 1), but does not explicitly teach the use of a hypertext transport 
protocol header. However, Lincke does teach client detection by examining the hypertext 
transport protocol header from the client's request (Lincke, col 5, lines 26-33). It would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Dusse and Lincke to allow users of wireless devices with differing capabilities 
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access to information and services tailored to those capabilities (Lincke, col. 2, line 66-col. 3, 
line 5). 

27. As to claim 6, the combination of Dusse and Lincke (Dusse-Lincke) discloses the invention 
substantially as described in claim 4, including the wireless network environment where the 
client detection logic is extensible to dynamically gather client specific information as the 
client issues service requests to the wireless server (Dusse, page 4, paragraph 42). 

28. As to claim 7, Dusse-Lincke discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 6, 
including the wireless network environment where the client detection logic extracts client 
specific attributes (Dusse, page 1, paragraph 11) from the client's user-agent Hyper Text 
Transport Protocol header from the client's request to the wireless server (Lincke, col. 5, lines 
26-33). 

29. As to claim 8, Dusse-Lincke discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 7, 
including the wireless network environment where the client detection logic extracts client 
specific attributes from headers other than the user-agent header in the client's Hyper Text 
Transport Protocol request (Dusse, page 1, paragraph 1 1). 

30. As to claim 16, Dusse-Lincke discloses a wireless server system (Dusse, page 1, paragraph 
6), comprising: a plurality of extensible definition files, each definition file for providing 
detection for a class of wireless clients that communicate with the wireless server system; 



Application/Control Number: 09/929,477 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2155 

and an automatic detection system, coupled to access the plurality of extensible definition 
files, for applying a particular definition file to a particular wireless client for automatically 
detecting the class of the particular wireless client (Lincke, col. 65, lines 28-40), where the 
particular definition file comprises information found within a service request of the wireless 
client that allows the detecting thereof (Dusse, page 2, paragraph 25). 

31. As to claim 18, Dusse-Lincke discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 16, 
including the wireless server system where the information found within the service request 
includes information found within an agent header of the service request (Dusse, page 1, 
paragraph 11). 

32. As to claim 19, Dusse-Lincke discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 16, 
including the wireless server system where the information found within the service request 
comprises the time of day of the service request (Lincke, col. 32, Table tagTimePicker). 

33. As to claim 20, Dusse-Lincke discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 16, 
including the wireless server system where the information found within the service request 
comprises communication bandwidth of the service request (Lincke, col. 2, lines 56-65). 

34. As to claim 21, Dusse-Lincke discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 18, 
including the wireless server system where the information found within the service request 
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further comprises the time and date of the service request (Lincke, col. 32, Table tagTime 
Picker and Table tagDatePicker). 

35. As to claim 22, claim 20 is a system performing the same functions as claim 22. Therefore, 
paragraph 33 of this Office Action discloses all of the limitations of claim 22. 

36. As to claim 26, claim 7 is a system performing the same functions as claim 26. Therefore, 
paragraph 28 of this Office Action discloses all of the limitations of claim 26. 

37. As to claim 27, claim 8 is a system performing the same functions as claim 27. Therefore, 
paragraph 29 of this Office Action discloses all of the limitations of claim 27. 

38. As to claim 28, claim 7 is a system performing the same functions as claim 28. Therefore, 
paragraph 28 of this Office Action discloses all of the limitations of claim 28. 

39. As to claim 29, Dusse-Lincke discloses the invention substantially as described in claim 28, 
including the method where the extensible parameters further comprise definitions of time of 
day requests (Lincke, col. 32, Table tagTime Picker and Table tagDatePicker) and client 
communication bandwidth (Lincke, col. 2, lines 56-65) of a client. Because only one request 
is sent to the server, the service request and the parameters are sent at one time. 
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40. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dusse-Lincke as 
applied to claim 16 above, and further in view of Schoening et al. (U.S. 6,226,788). 



As to claim 17, Dusse-Lincke teaches a wireless server with an automatic detection system 
(Lincke, col. 65, lines 28-40), but fails to teach a system that can recognize new client classes 
of devices. However, Schoening does teach an automatic detection system rendered capable 
of recognizing a new client class by the addition of a corresponding new definition file to the 
plurality of extensible definition files (Schoening, col. 13, lines 10-25). It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of 
Dusse and Lincke with Schoening to allow services to be deployed to a full range of mobile 
device types, both existing and those that may exist in the future (Schoening, col. 1, lines 11- 
14). 
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Response to Arguments 

41. Applicant's arguments filed 28 February 2005 have been fully considered, but they are not 
persuasive for the reasons set forth below. 

42. Applicant Argues: As to claim 1, Applicant states "the selecting of desired device features 
and parameters taught in Dusse is not the same as the automatic client type detection using 
extensible parameters recited in the claims of present invention." 

In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that the use of the term "automatic" does 
not preclude user interaction. Dusse states that during the set up of a mobile communications 
device, there is an option to select a set of predetermined features, which saves the user from 
having to set up each feature individually (see Dusse, page 3, paragraph 36), This ability to 
select a feature set can be viewed as automatically detection of a client device. While the 
examiner recognizes Applicant's references to the specification, and the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the 
claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

43. Applicant Argues: As to claim 9, Applicant states "the Registration Module taught in Dusse 
does not teach the wireless session service coupled to the extensible wireless aware detector 
as taught in the present invention." 
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In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that Dusse teaches a wireless server (the 
provisioning server) comprising a wireless session service coupled to an extensible wireless 
client aware detector (the Registration Module). The Microsoft Computer Dictionary defines 
a "session" as "the time during which two computers maintain a connection." The 
Registration Module receives the provisioning request from the mobile device and provisions 
the features of the mobile device, in which the end result is the features being displayed on 
the mobile device. This speaks to the Registration Module conducting a wireless session with 
the mobile device (see Dusse, page 3, paragraph 39 and page 4, paragraph 40). 

The provisioning application provides the user with an interface with which to pick the 
features of the mobile device, which could anticipate a new wireless client if the combination 
of features chosen do not match previous templates for mobile devices used for provisioning. 
Presumably, this is why Dusse's provisioning application allows selection of both a 
predetermined set of features and a choice of selecting each feature individually (see Dusse, 
page 3, paragraph 36). For this reason, it can be said that the Registration Module is 
extensible and can choose resulting services based on the features selected individually. 

44, Applicant Argues: Applicant states "Dusse does not teach the capability to extend client 
information characteristics stored in the wireless server for a new wireless client, as recited in 
claim 23 of the present invention." 



Application/Control Number: 09/929,477 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2155 

In Response: As to claim 23, the examiner respectfully submits that limitations are discussed 
above for claims 1 and 9. 

45. Applicant Argues: Applicant states "the present invention uses more than just the 
information found in a standard HTTP request to perform automatic detection. The header 
information taught in Lincke is not equivalent to the extensible definition file in the present 
invention." 

In Response: As to claim 16, the examiner respectfully submits that in response to 
applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, 
it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., the use of more than just the 
information found in a standard HTTP request to perform automatic detection) are not recited 
in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181,26USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

46. Applicant Argues: Applicant states "no basis or reasoning was offered by the Examiner for 
rejecting claim 17." 

In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that in the previous Office Action on page 
12, paragraph 39, the examiner rejected claim 17 over Dusse-Lincke and in further view of 
Schoening. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in37CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Alicia Baturay whose telephone number is (571) 272-3981. The examiner 
can normally be reached at 7:30am - 5pm, Monday - Thursday, and every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner' s supervisor, Ario 
Etienne can be reached on (571)272-4001. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Alicia Baturay 
June 2, 2005 
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